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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE 

I -.· 
.TRJBUNAL • JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR ,,, 

i .DATE ·OF ORDER : :z.61~07 •. 2001 
! 

QA 4. 5/2000 

2. 

/ 

\ 

1. 

4 • 

·• 
Brij Bhusan Shar~ son of Shri :Panna Lal Sharrre 
Ex;, EDM:. Vil+age EDM:,, V.;lllage Jeewad~ Wed.r 
.~istrict Bharatpur. Resident of Dhandh Ki Haveli 

· Near 'lbpan Wala Kua. Weir·8 District Bharatpur 
(Ra-jasthan} o · 

. POonam Sharma ~1/0 Shri Brij B.husan ~harna, resident 
of. Dhandh Ki Ha\reli. Near 'Ibpan Wala Kua, Weir~ 
Dist.rict Bharatpur. (Rajasthan) ~, .. 

versus · 

union o:I; India through secretary, Ministry of 
communications, De~rtment of .Ebsts, New nelhi'el 

' \ . . . . 

Chlef Post. M3..ster for aajasthan 11 Jaipµr~ 
' 

sliperintendent o~ a:,st o £fices. Dbblphr Division. 
Dholpur.· · 

Rajesh Singh, pr~sently. werking a.s E .• D.MeC., 
Je~W"ad, Tehsil Weir,. District Bharatpur. 

• • ••• • Respondents • 

·• 

. Mr~ Jinesh dain, counsel. ·for the applicant_: 
·Mr R .c~ Goyal~ qounseJ.. fo.r respondents no. 1 
No e for. respondent not! A· . . 

I • •• 

CORAM . , . " . 

. . I .. . Ho1f 'ble Mr·•; S.:K~j Agarwal, Menil:>er (Judicial) 

/ 

\ 

I .\ 

I . 
ORDER 

.l PER IDN 1BLE m. s .• K. AGARWAL, MEM3ER '(JUDICIAL) 

. ( 

. - . In this o rigmal Application filed' u/s. 19 of the 

·' Administrative Tribunal •s Acts applicant z@kes a prayer r 
tC? quash and set aside_ the ,appointhlent g;tven to respondent 

- . ,/ 

no:;\· 4 as E.:9.M•C. • .Jeewad and to dire.ct the resp:>ndents 
. . ' . - - / . 

. to, consider applicant no. 2 for ap:r;oiritnent on _conpassionate 

. _.g:i:pund or to proyide the saroo/similar suitable alternative 
~ ~Jpointme~t to ~ppl'icant. no.' ,l:~ · 
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2.1 ·Respondents no•~ l to· 3 and Respondent no'•:' 4 have filed 

se~rate replies and applicant has filed rejoinder to the 

reply which is, on· record~\ 

3:~\ · Heard the learned counsel for the parti·as and al-so 

perused the wrole· record •. 
I • 

·-

4·;~ As per instructions dated 4.8.80, issued by the oo P&T' 
' 

·t~e corqpassionate Srppoiptment can be c6nsidered for one of D 

the, dependant of ~ .. D. official,. who dies while in service 
leaving 'the family in indigent circumstances subject to 

I . .~ , 

ConditioQS applicable to regular employees :Wb:f:~~S- While 

in service or retire· ori .invalid pension·~:1 'It is clear in--~e 

::¥1~tructio.ns ~at such _.<~mployment to th~ d~pendant should 

·~ gL' ive:~:~~y~::P:::a:~~::n:~c~:u~~~s~8 EDM:!,. 
Jej d w-;e.:f•; 21:110:.1970 :.1had ·lost his .eys becuase one Shri 

ljlaJesh Kum:tr ·son of Shri M3.ngi Lal Gulparia, residen~~ of 

: c:;~ntari, ·Tehsil Weir threw. acid in the eyes of applicant -

.. no·~1 t on 2~1i~~/19.98 and applicant .was l1e!W~d tO General 

aospital, Bhaxatpur <3:nd SMS Hospita~l, Jaiput: but applicant 

no~:- l c6npletely 'lost the vision of both the eyes. On 
perusal of the' reply,_.,filed by the . respondents, it appears 

that ·applicant ii Shr·i Br.ij Bhusan Shar~, has resigned on 

the fast and on his_ resignation .• respondent nepa~ment , 

· ~ppointed respondent noi 4, Shri Raje,sh Ktun3.r as E.DQM:c~~ 
. . 

Jeewad,, 'J,'ehsil Weir, District: Bharatpur•- As applicant no;; 

l t~as not retired from service after ll:edical de-categorisation 

tl:lbrefo~.·, tbe' case of the applicant' apes not' come -.. within 
I ' • r • 

tqe purview· of rule for consideration fol;" appointment. on 

-~!npassionate gro~ds as applicant himself ks resigned 

fmm the pos't. His prayer for alternate employment is also· 
,I ·' l ' 

. not according to rUles, ·therefore no direction in this regard 
. ' ~ 

I 

,can_ be given~) 

-:: •• 3/-
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. 6·•r 'rhe leamed co,µnsel for ~the applicants submits that 

the c~rclimstancet? und~r. which" applicant· resigned nay be 
·: . . ._ \ ... \ 

takeni into consideration and direction to l:'espondents nay 
! • • ·-

' ' 

be givei;i for appointment to applicant no;· l on corqpa.s·sionate 

grounds or in the al teina tive for alternate appo.intmen,t to 
' appli9a'nt no o; 2. I gave. thoughtful cons:i.deration to the · 

contention of learned cou~sel for the a:r;>plicants and ain not 

inctined to accep~· the. contention o,£ lean.ied counsel for 

·.~he appli'cants as according to instructions •. issued by the 

oo P&T from time· to time,. ·neither applicant no.,'- 'l is entitled 
: r • • - , 

to be r: consi4ered for appoin~men t on compassionate groun~ 

nor any direction can be given ~ to· respondents for providing 
' I • ., • ·--

an. alternate enployment ·to applicant ·nof•1 2'~~ 

_7~! I As .applicant himself has res,igned -from, the post o·f 

EeD.Mlc • ., Jeewad when he has lost his· eyes d~e to· throwing 
. . I . ~ . . 

of .a~id by Shri Rajesh r<:umar·,, therefore on the basis of facts 
' . i • I 

.and ·c~rcumstances of this: case,, .I do ~ot find any nerit ±.n 
I ' ' • \ . ' 

the· prayer of the appli,cants and this OA is devoid of any . . . 

. merit. and .ip liable to ·...,be_ disnµssed. · 

I 

costs~' 

·I, therefore" dismiss this OA with no order as to .. 
. !:,.-... A.n· . , 

~------~-
(S .K. AGARk'U\L ) , 

MEI13ER (J) 
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